trenches, where they found several 'helpless comrades' and had tried to assist them by making improvised splints. Only at 7 p.m. did they reach a stretcher station, and after three hours had their wounds dressed, before transport removed them to a clearing station. 61 The Barnsley Pals, having suffered fewer losses of officers than the Leeds Pals, dispatched parties after dark to search for their wounded and recover some of the dead under enemy fire. 62 Julian Bickersteth had worked in the trenches until 3 a.m. on 2 July, and then assisted at the ADS until 5 a.m. Later that morning he began identifying the dead from their identification discs and pay books, beginning with the 'seventy or eighty' corpses lying beside the ADS. But this process was interrupted by news of an armistice in early afternoon, when every available man went out with stretchers to bring in the wounded from No Man's Land. Although Bickersteth was unable to participate, another chaplain led his party as far as the German wire, bringing in over one hundred wounded: 'There was no time', however, 'to even look at the dead'.
Over another 24 hours, Bickersteth and his fellow chaplains carried on identifying the dead and conducting funerals over mass graves. He reckoned that about 400 men were missing: 'The task of writing to their people is quite beyond me, and I do not know how to write to those whose dear ones are missing.' willing to operate a system of self-censorship, where necessary. 64 Preparing and distributing information about the dead and wounded, which sometimes involved letters from officers (if able), comrades in arms, and/or the nurses and chaplains who tended the mortally wounded, was a massive undertaking at the time of a continuing major offensive. As many of these letters were reproduced in the local newspapers, the process confirms the absence of any intent to shield the public from knowing about the casualties, even if this was only partial information. 65 As many hundreds of soldiers were listed as missing, local newspapers urged their readers to send information about the dead, wounded, and the missing to them, with photographs if possible. 66 At least two newspapers, the Keighley News and the Yorkshire Herald, expressed surprise at the relative paucity of the published numbers of dead and wounded. They quoted sources in London and the military, suggesting that total casualties in the first two weeks of the Somme offensive were under 30,000, and that, in July overall, British casualties amounted to 7,071 officers and 52,000
men. This was less than the estimate of casualties received by the Adjutant General of 5,054 officers and 146,130 for July, 67 and further particulars about the deaths on the another was a prisoner in Germany -part of a large Horsforth family that had made its fortune from railway contracting. 75 Families from all classes shared in the suffering.
Where soldiers died of wounds in English hospitals and could be buried locally, their funerals enabled the community to display its respect for the dead and its valour' of the soldiers engaged. 82 These accounts ranged from eulogies about the New Armies, now tested in battle for the first time, to the more perceptive recognition of the strength of the German defences and the likelihood of a long haul before victory. 83 Underpinning the credibility of this commentary was a published letter of King George V, expressing his 'admiration' for 'the continued successful advance of my troops', and the editorial confidence in Sir Douglas Haig.
84
Amplifying this narrative were reports from the five approved war correspondents, 85 whose accounts were published initially in the metropolitan Press before some were reprinted in the provincial newspapers. By July 1916, the correspondents had established a working relationship with their intelligence officers, and as Philip Gibbs recalled:
We identified ourselves absolutely with the armies in the field, and we wiped out of our minds all thoughts of personal "scoops", and all temptation to write one word which would make the task of officers and men more difficult or dangerous. There was no need of censorship of our despatches. We were our own censors. 86 Of his despatches from the Somme, which were the accounts most commonly reproduced by the Yorkshire Press, Gibbs maintained that they told 'the truth' but nothing like the whole truth. He insisted that he had to 'spare the feelings of men and women who have sons and husbands still fighting in France', and had 'not told all there is to tell about the agonies of this war, nor given in full realism the horrors that are inevitable in such fighting'. Even within the residual commentary, which shrouded some events with 'fine phrases about the beauty of sacrifice', he could not, as an 'honourable correspondent', reveal details about 'exact losses', failures, or tactical blunders as these were 'things which the enemy must not know'.
87
Complementing these reports were letters from survivors of the First Day.
Many of these letters were often frank and graphic, and were passed onto newspaper editors by the families and friends who received them. Where they reflected upon the pre-battle memories, they all praised the scale, intensity, and anticipated effectiveness of the seven-day preparatory artillery bombardment. 'Everybody', wrote Private W. 
90
Soldiers protested wherever the preparatory artillery bombardment had failed to cut the German wire, 91 were heavy,' he observed, 'but they were nothing compared with the German losses in killed, wounded and prisoners'. 97 Claims about German casualties were one source of unreliability in these letters; others included exaggerations, like the reference to a 12-day preparatory artillery bombardment, or the utter fabrication that the Bradford Pals had captured Serre. 98 More plausible were the judgments of a Sheffield sergeant that the Boer War 'was child's play to this', and of Lance-Corporal Walmsley that he would 'never forget the First of July'. Women from the more prosperous suburbs of the city predominated in the assembly, which was leavened by public, professional, and business men, and a fair proportion of the young and aged. 108 where the political, civic, religious, and military elites delivered inspirational speeches. They reminded their audiences that this was a 'righteous war', one that had been forced upon the United Kingdom, and one that had to be fought to a victorious finish on account of German war crimes and the threat posed by Prussian militarism. While most speakers proffered condolences to the bereaved, they commended the spirit which the war had brought forth, a unity of purpose that had enabled the late Lord Kitchener to field an army of several millions and to receive enthusiastic support from the Allies and the empire. They were confident, too, that the sacrifices would not be in vain, and that they were going to prevail: 'Today we know we are going to win', declared James Parker, the Labour MP in Halifax: 'We were going through to victory whatever the price.'
109
The events had the odd flash of controversy when a woman heckled in the Bradford rally that 'The women of Bradford want peace' but she was promptly restrained by other women in the vicinity and led away by the police. 110 There were also references to conscientious objectors. London cinemas in the week beginning, 21 August 1916, it opened in the provinces in the following week. Advance publicity promised a film that would 'depict with wonderful fidelity and force the realities of warfare', a film without faking (it included only a few faked incidents), and a film that was both 'a great war picture'
and 'the finest peace picture the world has ever seen'. 118 When it opened simultaneously at the Picture House, Briggate, the Assembly Rooms, and the Harehills Picture House, Leeds, distributors reported unprecedented demand to see it.
The Yorkshire audiences were part of an estimated 20 million, half the UK's population, that may have seen it in its first six weeks. 119 Reactions varied in Leeds, as they did elsewhere, with some scenes occasioning laughter, but others, more somber reflection as cinemagoers watched British soldiers climbing over the parapet -the 'most striking part of the picture' (and the most clearly faked). 120 They watched the 'grim realism' of war, including the bringing in of German prisoners, some of whom were shell-shocked; images of 
